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Abstract
Sexual Assault on the College Campus: A Partial Test of Male Peer Support Theory
Falak Ojjeh

Researchers have identified a number of variables that influence sexual assault on college
campuses; peer influence being one of them. According to the sexual assault literature, more
than a quarter of victims of sexual assault report their offender was a fraternity member.
Additionally, the literature shows that in many sexual assault cases, both the victim and the
offender were intoxicated. In applying Walter DeKeseredy’s theory of Male Peer Support – allmale groups that legitimate women abuse – to on-campus fraternity organizations, this study
examines the link is between the drinking and rape cultures promoted by fraternities,
specifically, the use of excessive alcohol by fraternity members and the likelihood of sexual
assault. The data from this study are obtained from a 2005-2006 survey Prevalence, Context,
and Reporting of Drug-Facilitated Sexual Assault on Campus of Two Large Public Universities
in the United States. Analysis of descriptive statistics shows that fraternity members are more
likely to sexually assault than non-fraternity members. The results of this study fill the gaps and
extend the knowledge of sexual assault committed by fraternity members. The findings of this
current study will aid sexual assault researchers in future research. The results of this study will
be useful to universities, students and communities across the nation.
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The first fraternity, Phi Beta Kappa, was formed in 1776 on the premises of brotherhood
and teaching aspects of professionalism otherwise not taught in school (SJSU, 2014). Over time,
these practices have swayed off track, mutating into an organization promoting binge drinking
and objectifying women (Weiss, 2013). The binge drinking aspects of the modern day fraternity
have been in the news for quite some time. On many college campuses across the United States,
partying has become a hobby. Partying is often thought of not only as an excuse to binge drink,
but as a large component to the college experience (Weiss, 2013). Fraternities often throw house
parties, providing students with alcohol. To many students, these types of parties are ideal, for
they provide student who are not of legal drinking age a location to drink. Unlike bars, there is
seldom any form of formal enforcement, like a bouncer, at a fraternity party to stop students
from binge drinking (Weiss, 2013). Many fraternity parties are themed with provocative
undertones and gendered themes, e.g. “Pimps and Ho’s”, “Lawyer Bros and Surfer Hoes”, “GI
Joes and Army Hoes”, etc. (Clapp et al. 2008). Due to the nature of these parties, women are
overly sexualized and often victimized.
It was not until recent years that fraternities have come under fire for the ways they
objectify women. Consider these examples: Yale University’s Delta Kappa Epsilon chapter
chanted, “No means Yes, Yes means Anal! My name is Jack, I’m a necrophiliac; I fuck dead
women, and fill them with my semen!” outside the women’s dormitory on the night of October
13, 2010 (Beyerstein, 2010). At Texas Tech in 2004, these same words were displayed on a
banner next to a display of a working sprinkler with a woman’s genitals attached to it, at a Phi
Delta Theta hurricane party (Kingkade, 2014). In 2013 a brother of the Phi Kappa Tau chapter at
Georgia Tech emailed his fraternity brothers with a “how to” guide on “luring rape bait,”
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including instructions on how to talk to girls, how to get them drunk, how to gropingly dance
with them, and how to coerce them into having sex (Kingkade, 2013). More recently in 2014,
the members of the Tau Kappa Epsilon chapter at the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee were
under investigation for a color-coded date rape system (Herzog, 2014). These fraternities,
through their chants, emails, party practices, and more, encourage rape. Rape supportive
messages are not new, but continue to warrant social, scientific, and political attention.
Sexual assault 1 on the college campus remains a major social problem. It is estimated
that one in five undergraduate women will report experiencing some variant of this harm (Krebs
et al. 2007). Krebs et al. (2007) found that the majority of sexual assaults occurred while the
woman was incapacitated from either drug or alcohol use. Mohler-Kuo, et al. (2004) found that
in as many as three in four sexual assaults on college campuses, the victims reported being too
intoxicated to consent at the time of the incident. Kilpatrick et al. (2007) found that sexual
assault was more likely to occur if the victim was voluntarily drinking alcohol prior to the
incident. This finding is not surprising considering the party culture on many college campuses,
in which hooking up, binge drinking, and using illicit drugs have become the norm (Weiss,
2013).
Fraternities are often found at the hub of the college party culture, hosting parties and
providing underage students a place to drink (Krebs et al. 2007; Weiss, 2013). Consequently,
fraternities contribute to the number of rapes committed on campus. Foubert et al. (2007) found
that fraternity men were three times more likely to commit sexual assault than non-fraternity
men. With this study, I aim to answer: What is the link is between the drinking and rape cultures

1

Sexual assault is classified into four types: Sexual contact, sexual coercion, attempted rape and completed rape.
Unwanted sexual contact includes: fondling, kissing, misuse of authority and threats of harm. Sexual coercion
involves threats of bodily harm or any means of verbal pressure. Attempted and completed rape involves the
attempted or completion of unwanted sexual intercourse (Koss et al. 1987).
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promoted by fraternities? Specifically, does the use of excessive alcohol by fraternity members
increase the likelihood of sexual assault?
To examine the relationships between fraternity drinking and rape cultures and their
potential impact on rates of sexual assaults by fraternity members, this research utilizes Male
Peer Support Theory (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013). Male peer support theory examines
men’s “attachments to male peers and as the resources that these men provide which encourage
and legitimate woman abuse” (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013: xiv). This theory argues that
when men experience anxieties in their dating relationships which challenge their dominance,
they may turn to their male peers for advice and numerous forms of social support. The
behaviors and ideologies of certain all-male groups often promote and sanction woman-abusing
attitudes which in turn may pressure men to victimize women (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013).
This theory has been applied to campuses, and has shown evidence to explain how male
peer support leads to sexual assaults. Although this theory has been tested on college campuses,
there is a missing link. Because most of the tests of this theory have taken place in Canada and
because on-campus fraternities do not exist in Canada, tests of the model lack data on this
important all-male group. The main objective of this research is to address this limitation by
testing the theory using a United States-based college data set which includes information on
sexual assault and fraternity membership.
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
Fraternities and Sexual Assault
According to Krebs et al. (2007) more than a quarter of college sexual assault victims
report that their assailant was a fraternity member. Additionally, Foubert et al. (2007) found that
in their first year of college, 8 percent of fraternity members commit sexual assault, in
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comparison to 2.5 percent of non-fraternity members. Furthermore, it has been found that
fraternity members are more inclined to report using drugs or alcohol to obtain sexual
intercourse, and that their peers generally do not protest if drugs and alcohol are used on a
woman to obtain sexual intercourse (Abbey, 2002). Fraternity members are also more inclined
to report that their peers would condone sexual aggressive behaviors (Boeringer et al., 1991;
Menning 2009).
However, some studies have found no significant difference in regards to crimes that
occur at fraternity parties, including sexual assault, as compared to other house parties (Harford
et al., 2003; Weiss, 2013). In both studies, alcohol was found to increase aggression and lower
self-control for both men and women. Regardless of location, the consumption of alcohol led to
the perpetration of illicit behavior and using “I was drunk” as an excuse (Weiss, 2013). The
drinking setting (e.g. bars or off-campus house parties) often encompasses several dimensions
either posing risk (e.g. illicit drugs and binge drinking) or protection (e.g. being with friends)
(Clapp et al., 2000; Harford et al., 2003).
Despite these contradictory findings, Foubert et al. (2007) found that fraternity members
were three times more likely to engage in sexual assault than non-fraternity members. They
found that it was the “fraternity experience” that led them to commit sexual assault. Within this
“fraternity experience” a culture of group norms that emphasizes male sexual dominance over
women is created (Foubert et al. 2007). Arguably, this “fraternity experience” mimics the key
causal factors of the modified male peer support model (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013). This
model argues that membership in all-male social groups fosters the conditions that lead to
woman abuse. Specifically, the “fraternity experience” includes group secrecy, the absence of
deterrence, a narrow conception of masculinity, the heavy use of alcohol and the sexual
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objectification of women, all of which may lead fraternity members to commit sexual assault.
By understanding this “fraternity experience” this research aims to further the literature in
explaining the connection between fraternity membership and alcohol consumption and how it
leads to sexual abuse.
Male Peer Support Theory
Male peer support theory focuses on male peer group behaviors, attitudes, and ideologies
that promote and justify woman-abuse (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013). DeKeseredy
originally constructed this theory in 1988 2, explaining how all-male peer groups encourage
sexual assault within dating relationships. He maintained that many men all-male peer groups
promote and legitimize sexual assault (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013). DeKeseredy (2008)
found that sexually abusive men generally learned their behavior socially learned through
interactions with other male peers.
Although DeKeseredy’s original model explained how male peer groups motivate sexual
assault in dating relationships, he and Schwartz (1993) added important factors that were not
included in the original model. These additions to the theory now allow for broader explanations
about how all-male group ideologies contribute to sexual assault in general, not just dating
relationships. As illustrated in Figure 1, the original model is encompassed in the first part of
the model – Courtship Patriarchy, Dating Relationships, Stress, Male Peer Social Support. The
revised model includes the addition of Membership in Social Groups, Heavy Use of Alcohol,
Narrow Conception of Masculinity, Group Secrecy, Sexual Objectification of Women, and
Absence of Deterrence. These additions can be used to link membership in social groups to
woman abuse.
2

See Schwartz and DeKeseredy (1997) and DeKeseredy and Schwartz (2013) for a more in-depth look at the
history of male peer support theory.
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Membership in Social Groups
The support system necessary to create a group can be found in any geographical
location. These support systems are formed and strengthened when likeminded individuals come
together. It is often argued that when men group themselves with one another, they create a
bond that separates them from the “others,” which is women. Through this “othering” process,
the women are seen as being of lesser worth and as objects. It is often a common belief among
all-male groups that women are here to be exploited and to act as males’ sexual conquests
(Schwartz and DeKeseredy, 1997). These beliefs, coupled with specific group behavior, often
support and lead to woman abuse.
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Narrow Conception of Masculinity
Overall, scholars often assert that heterosexuality is constructed around the dominant
form of masculinity (hegemonic masculinity) and the ability to claim power and prestige over
others (Connell, 1987; Dean, 2013; Kimmel, 2005; Pascoe, 2007). Hegemonic masculinity
includes the following: (1) avoiding all things feminine, (2) limited expression of emotions, (3)
showcasing aggressions, (4) exhibiting independence, (5) striving for a higher status, (6)
disconnected attitudes towards sexuality, and (7) homophobia (Levant 1994). With this
definition of manhood comes a competition of sexual conquest.
Donaldson (1993) suggests that in accordance with hegemonic masculinity, being the
“macho,” “women exist as potential sexual objects for men while men are negated as sexual
objects for men. Women provide heterosexual men with sexual validation, and men compete
with each other for this form of validation (645). As Sanday (2007) points out, this hyper-sexual
way of proving one’s masculinity is a competition to “get laid”. This can include such things as
“breaking down the barrier” and “working a yes out” by any means possible. Sexual dominance
and validation includes the number of women a man has sexual intercourse with, whether that is
consenting sexual intercourse or not (Murnen and Kohlman, 2007).
Sexual Objectification of Women
Women are often demeaned and objectified because of this very narrow conception of
masculinity. Objectification is defined as the treatment of a person as an object (Papadaki 2010).
When a woman is objectified, she is defined and perceived as being insignificant. As Schur
(1988) points out,
“[The] social subordination and sexual objectification of women are central to much of
the depersonalized, commercialized, and coercive sexuality found in modern American
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society. At the present time, it is primarily female sexuality that is objectified,
commoditized, and coercively violated” (12-13).
Miller and Schwartz (1992) identify many objects used to objectify women in all-male groups,
particularly their drinking rituals such as ice trays that make ice cubes in the shape of naked
women or in the shape of a breast, drink stirrers in the shape of a naked woman, and drink ware
plastered with imagery of naked women. As these artifacts and as Schur denotes, the female
anatomy is often overly sexualized. These items that objectify a woman’s body are, more often
than not, meant to be humorous. As DeKeseredy and Schwartz (1997) point out, humor in this
manner helps in the desensitization of sexual assault.
It has also been found that men in organized social groups are more inclined to watch
pornography together (Foubert et al. 2011; Sanday, 2010). Furthermore, there is a growing
theme in pornography that leads to rape-supportive ideologies. Researchers evaluating the most
popular pornography found that 88% of the scenes included some form of physical aggression
towards women, for example spanking, open-handed slapping, hair pulling, choking and
bondage (Bridges et at., 2010; Foubert et al., 2011). The average ages of men watching
pornography are between the ages of 18 and 25 (Boies, 2005; Buzzell, 2005; Carrol et al., 2008;
Foubert et al., 2011). It has been found that, on average, 76% to 87% of college aged men view
pornography annually, and approximately 48% of men view it weekly (Boies, 2002; Carroll et
al., 2008; Foubert et al., 2011). Men in all-male groups are also more inclined to use degrading
language to describe a woman’s body (Murnen, 2000). Taken together, these behaviors
strengthen attitudes towards male domination and the objectification of women (Bleecker and
Murnen, 2005), and according to male peer support theory, contribute to woman-abuseing
ideologies, attitudes, and behaviors.

9
Group Secrecy
Schwartz and DeKeseredy (1997) describe group secrecy as the bond that keeps men
from exposing the deviant behavior of their peers. DeKeseredy and Schwartz (2013) state that
“silence is one of the more effective ways that all-male groups legitimate and perpetuate sexual
assault” (65). This silence acts as a form of protection, telling these wrongdoers their actions
are endorsed.
Absence of Deterrence
DeKeseredy and Schwartz (2013) also found that more often than not, sexual assault
cases go unreported because of peer pressures from the community not to report, or out of fear of
public persecution. In determining that societies that normalize sexual assault, Schwartz and
Leggett (1999) state:
“If too many men act like they can force sexual intercourse on a woman any time they
wish on college campuses and get away with it, it is because it is too often true. In fact,
they can often act with impunity… When approximately five percent of victimized
women are reporting even forcible rape, there is very little reason for a rapist to fear any
consequences of his action (p. 266-267).”
Oftentimes, many of the women that are sexually assaulted blame themselves for the assault.
Reasons for this self-blame include: the clothing the women wore, intoxication levels, and being
at the wrong place at the wrong time.
Heavy Use of Alcohol
Alcohol consumption is considered to be a hallmark of masculinity, and is often the most
visible behavior associated with all-male groups. It is seen as a communicative lubricant, aiding
in social interaction and “[letting] your guard down” (Desantis, 2007; 167). When heavy alcohol
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consumption is combined with the practices of hegemonic masculinity, the risk of sexual assault
is increased (Desantis, 2007; Boswell and Spade, 1996; Martin and Hummer, 1989; O’Sullivan,
1991; Sanday, 2007). Studies indicate that men feel more powerful when drinking, and as a
result are more likely to be sexually aggressive (Abbey, 2002; Brown et al., 1980; George and
Norris, 1991; Presley et al., 1997).
Many men with the intention of sexual assaulting a woman also aim to intoxicate their
female acquaintances to restrict their ability to resist (Abbey, 2002). The more a woman drinks,
the more at risk she is to be the victim of sexual assault, simply because she is unable to fight off
her attacker. On average, at least 50 percent of college students’ sexual assaults involve alcohol
(Abbey, 2002; Abbey et al., 1996, 1998; Copenhaver and Grauerholz, 1991; Harrington and
Leitenberg, 1994; Presley et al., 1997). Harrington and Leitenberg (1994) found that 55 percent
of the sexual assaults reported by college women involved alcohol consumption, and in 97
percent of the alcohol-related sexual assaults, both the victim and the perpetrator had consumed
alcohol.
Fraternities as Male Peer Social Support
With the establishment of the first fraternity, these all-male groups have been thought of
as systems of camaraderie and brotherhood, promoting and supporting masculinity within their
members. From the start, fraternity brothers defined their identity through the segregation of
others. Syrett (2009: 3) notes, “In search of respect and prestige, men have performed particular
acts, behaved in particular ways, and made particular decisions. In so doing, men in fraternities
have structured not only their own lives, but also the lives of many of their fellow students.”
These established structures directly correlate to the modified male peer support model, as
illustrated in Figure 1.
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Membership in Social Groups
From the very beginning, fraternities have had a reputation of being “the big men on
campus.” Bogle (2008) found that fraternity membership is an esteemed attribute to young men.
There is a process to become a fraternity member, and it is structured like a competition. The
first step is rushing, which means the fraternity has chosen an individual to be a potential
member. The second step is pledging, which involves sole commitment to that fraternity. The
pledging process entails a series of punishments from the active fraternity members to the
potential members in exchange for the honor of membership (Syrett, 2009). The pledging
process is comparable to military training. “What we do really is show them that they have to
rely on each other, trust each other, no matter what…Yeah it’s tough, but it has to be. When
they come out the other end, they are brothers” (Desantis, 2007: 173). Traditionally, it has been
found that the pledging process guarantees that the most masculine men become brothers. Men
who are less athletic, less likely to drink, and less inclined to have aggressive attitudes towards
sex are more likely to drop out during the pledging process or never attempt to pledge in the first
place (Martin and Hummer, 1989; Bogle, 2008). Membership in these particular social groups is
tied to a heavy use of alcohol, a narrow conception of masculinity, group secrecy, sexual
objectification of women, and the absence of deterrence leading to woman abuse.
Narrow Conception of Masculinity
Fraternity membership influences a narrow conception of masculinity. Schwartz and
DeKeseredy (1997) note that how, within fraternities, it is often demonstrated that men are
supposed to be wealthy, athletic, sexually domineering, have sex with lots of women, and have a
high tolerance for alcohol. Through the promotion of hegemonic masculinity, fraternity
members believe that women are present only to satisfy their sexual urges. In regards to
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promiscuity and misogyny, DeSantis (2007) found that “the ideal masculinity is hypersexual,
promiscuous, and heterosexual,” which is evident when an interviewed fraternity member shares
how he and another member have “a competition of who’s fucked the most girls this year” (4445). Fraternity members also engage in competitive conversation about the number of women
they have had sexual relations with and the different means they achieved it. These
conversations “channel sexual expression and communicate expected sexual behavior. In telling
one another what to expect, how to interpret sexual signals, and how to act at parties, the brothers
encourage one another in what can only be described as rape-prone behavior” (Sanday, 2007;
131).
Researchers who study fraternity parties argue that their large parties tend to be
patriarchal in nature, with men hosting, enforcing the “rules” and setting the pace of inebriation
(Armstrong et al. 2006, 2013; Harford et al., 2003; Kimmel, 2008). Women who venture into
these “masculinized” parties may become fair game for unwanted sexual advances by overly
inebriated, and highly masculinized men. Syrett (2009) points out, “[that] as masculinity became
increasingly defined through active heterosexuality during the twentieth century, many fraternity
men used women, often against their will, to bolster their masculinity” (p. 3).
Sexual Objectification of Women
As many fraternity members live with other members, they surround themselves with
artifacts that objectify women. Many walls are plastered in posters of scantily dressed women in
objectifying positions. But objectifying items do not stop at the walls; they are found in kitchens
and anywhere that rituals maintaining relationships with one another may occur. Some of these
items include: drink ware, pornographic imagery on cellphones and laptops, and objectifying
language and images plastered on clothing. In recent years, fraternity members have turned to
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social media sites to continually exploit and objectify women. Just this year, the Kappa Delta
Rho fraternity at Penn State was found to have posted and archived nude or partially nude
photographs of unconscious women from parties on private Facebook pages (DeJesus, 2015).
Many of these photographs were digitally commented on by alumni and current members with
misogynistic jokes and messages.
Kimmel (2008) explains how the media plays an active role in how fraternity members
view sex. In this day and age, the use of media as a form of entertainment is at an all time high.
Fraternity members often play video games together, as well as watch and share pornography
together. The dominant emotion in all of these forms of media is violence (Kimmel, 2008). In
several video games, women are often scantily dressed and are casted as pole dancers and
prostitutes. In popular video games, characters can harass, attack, and have sex with them (Beck
et al., 2012; Dietz, 1998).
Pornography, like video games, is a way for fraternity members to feel empowered
(Kimmel 2008). Due to the substantial amount of pornography fraternity members watch
together, they are more inclined to believe that women enjoy physical aggression in sex, that
women pretend to not want to have sex in order to be coerced, that women secretly want to be
raped, that promiscuous women will have sex with anybody, and that men are in control of
relationships (Boeringer, 1999; Foubert et al., 2011). Sanday (2007) notes,
“Given the importance [fraternity members] attach to group cohesion and sexual
conquest, and the fact that the intoxication/disorientation/confusion of the woman is
explicitly represented in the porn fantasy as female sexual desire, the motivation for
exploiting a vulnerable woman after a party is very strong indeed” (141).
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Fraternity parties also tend to be overly-sexualized settings where the goal is to “hook up” with
someone for sex. Fraternity membership legitimates the objectification of women, often seeing
women as sexual conquests, promoting the different ways to “get laid”.
Group Secrecy
Aiken (1882) explains that, “secrecy may be employed to exert the power of a mystery
over the outside world, the societies become ‘invested with a factitious importance’” (as cited in
Syrett, 2009: 33). Aiken expresses the appeal of mystery that fraternities have. Not only does
secrecy serve to define difference, it supports loyalty among those who possess the secret. This
loyalty lays the foundation for the ability to keep further secrets that may arise around the actions
of other members. Fraternal secrecy serves two functions: it both promotes and protects
members when they break the rules and laws (Simmel, 1950; Syrett, 2009).
Fraternity membership encourages group secrecy. Kimmel (2008) notes how,
“challenging your roommates, stepping in to stop sex from happening when a woman is clearly
too drunk to consent or to refuse sex, is a betrayal of brotherhood” (252). This silence often
expressed by fraternity members, show their brothers the acceptability of sexual assault.
Kimmel (2008) also explains how women and men are seen as being on opposite teams, with
fraternity members being the offense. If a fraternity member defends or protects a woman they
are seen as switching teams or “committing treason” (252). This culture of silence fueled by
peer loyalty discourages the reporting of incidents of sexual assault to authorities.
Absence of Deterrence
In an ethnographic study, Armstrong and Hamilton (2013) found that many universities
harbor a “party pathway,” that many students choose to engage in. This pathway exemplifies
how the Greek system is seen as a commodity that aids in bringing money in to the university.
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The Greek system provides “affluent, white, and socially oriented students” (p. 15), who
organize events and parties that help facilitate the purchase of property on university grounds an
exemption of supervision. As a result, fraternity membership has an esteemed status on college
campuses, prompting an absence of deterrence. Accordingly, when fraternity members engage
in prohibited behaviors, administrators often turn the other cheek. DeKeseredy and Schwartz
(2013) note how when it comes to sexually aggressive behavior, many fraternity members find
no deterrence at all. Their friends often encourage this behavior. Correspondingly, DeKeseredy
and Flack (2007) confirm that many fraternity brothers have amnesty from punishment, even in
cases of gang rape. As many universities often turn the other cheek when a fraternity brother
rapes a female student, fraternity members have come to believe that it is tolerable to sexually
assault.
Heavy Use of Alcohol
Fraternity men often suggest a culture of drunkenness, as famously represented in the
movie Animal House (DeSimone, 2007). There is evidence to support the claim that fraternity
men binge drink more frequently than non-fraternity men. Cashin, Presley and Meilman (1998)
found that students in the Greek system regularly consume more alcohol, and binge drink much
more frequently than the other students. Specifically it is estimated that 75 percent of fraternity
members compared to 45 percent of non-fraternity members are binge drinkers (Caron et al,
2004; Weschler 1995). Eagly (1978) and Moos (1979) have argued that fraternities typically
engage in excessive alcohol consumption to reaffirm their masculine identities. Subsequently,
they often discuss the many different ways that they can sexually assault women that they come
into contact with. “Drinking with the boys” is a conducive environment for setting up the
discourse on how to “work a yes out” (Sanday, 2007: 131). This is representative in the email
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sent by one brothers of the Phi Kappa Tau chapter at Georgia Tech to his other brothers, with a
“how to” guide on “luring rape bait.” This email contained what he called the “7 E’s of
HOOKING UP!” which concluded that if all else fails in getting a girl to a room to, “GO GET
MORE ALCOHOL” (Kingkade, 2013).
RESEARCH OBJECTIVES
Although several studies show that Greek membership is associated with increased risk
of rape and sexual assault (Armstrong et al., 2006; Armstrong and Hamilton, 2013) some studies
have found no significant differences in the occurrence of these crimes at fraternity parties as
compared to other house parties (Harford et al., 2003; Weiss, 2013). The purpose of this study is
two-fold. First, the contradictory findings with regard to Greek membership and sexual assault
warrant further investigation. Second, an application of male peer support theory can not only
offer a theoretical framework for examining the relationship between fraternity membership and
assault, specifically through the mechanism of heavy drinking, but will also fill the empirical gap
in the male peer support literature, which lacks validation in this important all-male group.
Hypotheses
The modified male peer support model contends that membership in certain all-male
social groups encourages and legitimates sexual assault on the college campus through several
causal factors. The main focus of this research, however, is only on the influence of the heavy
use of alcohol. Partying is often found to be a large component to the college experience (Weiss,
2013). Fraternity parties are often found at the epicenter of the college party culture, providing
students with alcohol and a place to drink. Also in accordance with the college party culture, it is
estimated that 75 percent of fraternity members compared to 45 percent of non-fraternity
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members are binge drinkers (Caron et al, 2004; Weschler 1995). Figure 2 illustrates the
hypotheses tested.

Figure 2: Hypotheses Derived and Tested from Male Peer Support Theory
Hypothesis 1: Fraternity members are more likely to sexually assault than non-fraternity
members.
Hypothesis 2: Fraternity members are more likely to consume alcohol than non-fraternity
members.
Hypothesis 3a: Fraternity members are more likely to consume alcohol prior to sexually
assaulting incapacitated women than non-fraternity members.
Hypothesis 3b: Fraternity members are more likely to target and sexually assault incapacitated
women than non-fraternity members.

The Hypotheses 1-3a test the relationships asserted in male peer support theory.
Hypothesis 3b is an ancillary hypothesis, not directly predicted by the theory but relevant to
sexual assault on college campuses. The addition of Hypothesis 3b was to primarily get an
understanding of whether being inebriated increased the likelihood of being sexually targeted.
As stated previously, sexual assault is more likely to occur of the victim was voluntarily drinking
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alcohol prior to the incident (Kilpatrick et al., 2007). Also, it has been found that the majority of
college sexual assaults occur while the woman was passed-out from drug or alcohol use.
DATA AND METHODS
This study uses data originally collected between 2005 and 2006 from two public
universities in the United States, one located in the South and the other located in the Midwest.
The survey, “Prevalence, Context, and Reporting of Drug-Facilitated Sexual Assault on Campus
of Two Large Public Universities in the United States”, made available through the InterUniversity Consortium for Political and Social Science Research (ICPSR), was run by Krebs et
al. (2007). The researchers main objective was to understand the prevalence, nature and
reporting of sexual assaults on college campuses. They had two service-oriented objectives: 1)
to educate students about sexual assault and safety precautions, and 2) to provide information on
the campus and community to the students. The study was funded by the United States
Department of Justice. The sample was composed of 1,375 undergraduate men out of 11,528
males at both universities, ages ranging from 18 to 25. Subjects were recruited randomly via
email with a link to the web-based survey and a study ID number.
Variables
Dependent Variable: Sexual Assault
For the purpose of this research, sexual assault is the dependent variable (e.g., Woman
Abuse). This binary variable will be operationalized using the following questions from the
sexual assault survey. Each of these questions were analyzed separately, as one looked for
attempted sexual assault and the other looked at committed sexual assault. The respondents
were asked to indicate either yes or no to the following:
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Since you began college, have you attempted but not succeeded in having sexual contact
with someone when they were unable to provide consent or stop what was happening
because they were passed out, drugged, drunk, incapacitated, or asleep?
Since you began college, have you had sexual contact with someone when they were
unable to provide consent or stop what was happening because they were passed out,
drugged, drunk, incapacitated, or asleep?
Independent Variables
For the purpose of this research, the following independent variables will be used to
examine the key relationship from male peer support theory on sexual assaults committed on
college campuses.
Greek Membership. The first independent variable will be operationalized using the
following question from the sexual assault survey to determine Greek membership (e.g.,
Membership in Social Groups). Each of the respondents were asked to indicate either yes or no:
Since you began college, have you pledged or joined a “Greek” social organization i.e.,
a fraternity or sorority?

Substance Use. The following questions will be used to examine the use of drugs and
alcohol (e.g., Heavy Use of Alcohol). The first variable measures the males’ general alcohol
consumption. This is measured in two ways, using the following questions from the sexual
assault survey. Both questions utilized the following 5-point Likert scale: never, less than once a
month, once or twice a month, once or twice a week, and daily or almost daily:
Since you began college, about how often have you consumed alcohol?
Since you began college, about how often have you consumed enough alcohol to get
drunk?
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The second variable measures the substance use of the male offender. This is measured in two
ways, using the following questions from the sexual assault survey. Each of the respondents
were asked to indicate either yes or no:
1. Just prior to the incident/any of the incidents, had you been drinking alcohol?
2. Were you drunk?

The third variable measures the substance use of the victim. For the following question, the
respondents were asked to indicate if the offender knew if the victim was: drinking, using drugs,
both drinking and using drugs, drinking or using drugs but could not tell which, neither, or didn’t
know:
Just prior to the incident/any of the incidents, was the person/were any of the people that
you had/attempted to have sexual contact with voluntarily drinking alcohol or using
drugs?

Data Analysis
Cross-tabulation analysis was used to measure the relationship between the variables of
fraternity association, victim substance use, offender substance use, and attempted and
committed sexual assault. Cross tabulations provide a way of comparing and analyzing the
relationship of one variable with another variable. Chi-Square tests were run to determine if the
relationships between the variables were statistical significant. Fischer’s Exact Test was run
with the smaller sample sizes. Cramer’s V was used in addition to look at the strength of the
relationship between the variables. To test each of the hypotheses, I performed the following
cross-tabulations:
Hypothesis 1:

Attempted Sexual Assault X Greek Membership
Completed Sexual Assault X Greek Membership
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Hypothesis 2:

Alcohol Consumption X Greek Membership
Drunk Often X Greek Membership

Hypothesis 3a: Offender Drinking X Greek Membership
Offender Drunk X Greek Membership
Hypothesis 3b: Victim Alcohol or Drug Use X Greek Membership

Hypothesis 1 and Hypothesis 2 looks at the entire male sample, whereas both parts of Hypothesis
3 look at only males that report to attempting or committing sexual assault.
RESULTS
Descriptive Statistics
Overall, there were 40 self-reported cases of both attempted (16) and completed (24)
sexual assault. Of the 1,373 male respondents, 217 reported to be fraternity members (15.80%).
Chi-Square Analysis
The results presented in Table 1 show the cross-tabulated self-reports of the attempted
and committed sexual assaults of all of the male respondents. Of the 217 fraternity members, 6
admitted to attempted sexual assault, whereas 8 admitted to committing it. Of the 1,156 nonfraternity members, 10 admitted to attempting to commit, while 16 admitted to committing. A
chi-square test finds that fraternity members are more inclined to commit or attempt sexual
assault, offering support to Hypothesis 1. This table indicates that the association of fraternity
members on attempting or committing sexual assault is statistically significant at the 0.05 level
in both cases, but in looking at the Cramer’s V results, these relationships are only very weakly
correlated (0.065 for attempted sexual assault and 0.064 for committed sexual assault).

22
Table 1: Cross-Tabulations of Fraternity Members Who Admitted to Committing or
Attempting Sexual Assault
Fraternity Members
Non-Fraternity Members
N
Percentages
N
Percentages
6
2.8%
10
0.9%
Attempted Sexual Assault on
Incapacitated Victims
5.726
Chi Square
0.065
Cramer’s V
0.017
P-Value
Committed Sexual Assault on
Incapacitated Victims
Chi Square Test
Cramer’s V Test
P-Value

8

3.7%

16

1.4%
5.640
0.064
0.018

Table 2 illustrates that fraternity members consume alcohol more regularly than nonfraternity members offering support to Hypothesis 2. Specifically, 253 (21.8%) fraternity
members admitted to drinking once or twice a week. This table also indicates that only 8 (3.7%)
admitted to never drinking, whereas 128 (59%) admitted to drinking once or twice a week. Of
the 1,156 non-fraternity members, 200 (17.3%) admitted to never drinking. According to the
chi-squared test, the relationship between fraternity members and alcohol consumption is
statistically significant at the 0.001 level, and the Cramer’s V results (0.238) indicate a
moderately strong association between the variables.
Table 2: Cross Tabulations of How Often Fraternity Members Self-Reported Consuming
Alcohol
Fraternity Members
Non-Fraternity Members
N
Percentage N
Percentage
8
3.7%
200
17.3%
Never
14
6.5%
214
18.5%
Less Than Once a Month
39
18.0%
253
21.8%
Once or a Twice a Month
128
59.0%
253
21.8%
Once or Twice a Week
28
12.9%
431
37.2%
Daily or Almost Daily
Chi Square Test
Cramer’s V Test
P-Value

77.86
0.238
0.000
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Table 3 further provides further support for Hypothesis 2. Of the 217 fraternity
members, 8 (3.8%) admitted to never being drunk, whereas 102 (48.8%) admitted to being drunk
once or twice a week. Of the 1,156 non-fraternity members, 130 (13.6%) admitted to never
being drunk, whereas 288 (30.1%) admitted to being drunk once or twice a week. This table
indicates that the fraternity members are significantly more likely to self-reporting being drunk is
statistically significant at the 0.001 level in both, and again Cramer’s V results (0.200) indicate a
moderate relationship between the variables.
Table 3: Cross Tabulations of How Often Fraternity Members Self-Reported Being Drunk
Fraternity Members
Non-Fraternity Members
N
Percentage N
Percentage
8
3.8%
130
13.6%
Never
40
19.1%
251
26.2%
Less Than Once a Month
50
23.9%
277
28.9%
Once or Twice a Month
102
48.8%
288
30.1%
Once or Twice a Week
9
4.3%
11
1.1%
Daily or Almost Daily
Chi Square Test
Cramer’s V Test
P-Value

46.711
0.200
0.000

Table 4 shows the cross-tabulation of fraternity members who self-reported drinking or
using drugs prior to the incident, testing Hypothesis 3a. Of the 10 fraternity members, they all
self- reported drinking alcohol prior to the incident. Of the 23 non-fraternity members, 15
(68.2%) reported drinking alcohol prior to the incident. This table indicates that fraternity
members are more inclined to self- report they themselves drank prior to attempting or
committing sexual assault. These results are statistically significant at the 0.05 level, and in
accordance to the Cramer’s V test (0.357) have a strong association with one another, offering
support for Hypothesis 3a.
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Table 4: Cross-Tabulation of Fraternity Members Who Self-Reported Drinking Prior to
the Incident
Fraternity Members
Non-Fraternity Members
N
Percentages N
Percentages
10
100%
15
68.2%
Drinking
0
0
7
31.8%
Not Drinking
Chi-Square Test
Cramer’s V Test
P-Valuea
Note: a indicates that Fisher’s Exact Test was used

4.037
0.357
0.069

Table 5 shows the cross-tabulation of fraternity members who self-reported being drunk
before committing or attempting to commit sexual assault, additionally testing Hypothesis 3a. Of
the 10 fraternity members, nine (90%) self-reported being drunk prior to the incident. Of the 16
non-fraternity members, 16, they all self-reported being drunk prior to the incident. As
indicated, fraternity members are less inclined to admit to being drunk prior to the incident.
These results are not statistically significant, and do not offer any support for Hypothesis 3a.
However, the Cramer’s V test (0.254), does show that they have a moderate association with one
another.
Table 5: Cross-Tabulation of Fraternity Members who Self-Reported Being Drunk Prior to
the Incident
Fraternity Members
Non-Fraternity Members
N
Percentages N
Percentages
9
90%
16
100%
Drunk
1
10%
0
0
Not Drunk
Chi-Square Test
Cramer’s V Test
P-Valuea
Note: a indicates that Fisher’s Exact Test was used

1.664
0.254
0.385

Lastly, Table 6 illustrates the results of the cross-tabulation of fraternity members who
reported the victim was drinking or using drugs prior to the incident, testing Hypothesis 3b. Of
the 10 fraternity members who admitted to committing or attempting to commit sexual assault, 9
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(90%) indicated the victim was drinking prior to the incident. Of the 23 non-fraternity members
who admitted to committing or attempting to commit sexual assault, 17 (73.9%) indicated the
victim was drinking prior to the incident. These findings are not statistically significant and do
not offer any support for Hypothesis 3b. However, the Cramer’s V test (0.290) indicates a
moderate association between the variables.
Table 6: Cross-Tabulation of Fraternity Members Who Reported the Victim was Drinking
or Using Drugs Prior to the Incident
Fraternity Members
Non-Fraternity Members
N
Percentages N
Percentages
9
90%
17
73.9%
Drinking
0
0
1
4.3%
Using Drugs
10%
1
4.3%
Both Drinking and Using Drugs 1
0
0
4
17.4%
Neither
Chi Square Test
Cramer’s V Test
P-Valuea
Note: a indicates that Fisher’s Exact Test was used

2.770
0.290
0.543

DISCUSSION
On many college campuses, fraternities tend to be at the center of the party culture,
hosting parties and providing underage students with alcohol (Krebs et al. 2007; Weiss, 2013).
Within this party culture, sexual assault is more likely to occur when the woman is too
incapacitated to consent (Krebs et al. 2007; Mohler-Kuo, 2004). Analysis of alcohol
consumption and fraternity membership support these findings. In support of DeKeseredy and
Schwartz’s (1993) male peer support model, the findings from the present study show that there
is some connection between fraternity membership and alcohol consumption that contributes to
sexual assault.
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Hypothesis 1: Fraternity members are more likely to sexually assault than non-fraternity
members.
The current study shows some statistical evidence that fraternity members sexually
assault more than non-fraternity members. The statistical evidence shows that the probability is
small that the relationship between fraternity members and sexual assault happened by chance
(p<0.05). In other words there is a higher probability of a fraternity member sexually assaulting
than a non-fraternity member. This statistical evidence shows support for Hypothesis 1 and
previous research that suggest fraternity members are more likely to commit sexual assault than
non-fraternity members (Foubert et al., 2007, Krebs et al., 2007).
In previous literature, Foubert et al. (2007) found that in their first year of college, 8
percent of fraternity members in comparison to the 2.5 percent of non- fraternity members
commit sexual assault. Similarly, we found that 2.8 percent of fraternity members in comparison
to the 0.9 percent of non-fraternity members attempted to commit sexual assault on an
incapacitated victim. Also, 3.7 percent of fraternity members in comparison to the 1.4 percent of
non-fraternity members committed sexual assault on an incapacitated victim. These results add
to the literature of campus-wide sexual assault, in showing how fraternity members sexually
assault more than non-fraternity members.
However, results from the Cramer’s V measure results suggest that although statistically
significant, there is only a weak correlation (0.065 attempted and 0.064 committed) between
fraternity membership and sexual assault. Thus there remains to be a lack of practical
significance. This lack of practical significance questions the robustness of the results
supporting Hypothesis 1 and seems to support the literature suggesting no relationship between
fraternity members and sexual assault (Harford et al., 2003).
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Although these findings do offer some support for Hypothesis 1, there are conflicting
results about the relationship between fraternity membership and sexual assault. This may be
due to the fact that college-aged males have not had proper education on what constitutes sexual
assault. They may be encouraged by the college party culture to “score” and see it as an
opportunity. They may also feel as if their actions will warrant no harm. Future researchers
should utilize both interviews and surveys targeted at college-aged males, either as a general
student or fraternity members, in order to assess their definitions of what does and does not
constitute assault.
In looking at the full male peer support model (Figure 1), these findings link
Membership in Social Groups to Woman Abuse thereby offering some support to the theory.
Fraternity men have a reputation for being the “big men on campus.” In wanting the esteem that
comes with being a fraternity member, men pledge their allegiance to a fraternity and compete
with other pledges for this brotherly bond (DeSantis, 2007). Most of these pledging rituals are
designed to separate the strong from the weak. Pledges that are less likely to be sexually
competitive typically drop out of the pledging process (Bogle, 2008; Martin and Hummer, 1989).
This self-selection process may therefore create a pool of fraternity members who are likely to
sexually assault. If this is the case, it may be the case that fraternities do not create sexually
assaultive males but rather foster initially held abusive beliefs. A potential line of fruitful
research for male peer support theorists could include fleshing out the extent to which all-male
groups like fraternities either 1) create woman abusers or 2) encourage already existing
tendencies toward abuse.
Hypothesis 2: Fraternity members are more likely to consume alcohol than non-fraternity
members.
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The current study provides strong evidence that fraternity members consume alcohol
more frequently than non-fraternity members. The statistical evidence shows that the probability
is small that the relationship between fraternity membership and alcohol consumption occurs by
chance (p<0.05), meaning that there is a higher probability of a fraternity member regularly
consuming alcohol than a non-fraternity member. The results from the Cramer’s V measure
results further support this strong relationship. I find a moderately strong correlation (0.238
consumption of alcohol and 0.200 reports of being drunk) between fraternity membership and
alcohol consumption. Taken together these results provide both statistical and practical support
for the finding that fraternity members regularly consume more alcohol, thus supporting
Hypothesis 2.
In looking at the full male peer support model (Figure 1), these findings support the
theoretical relationship between Membership in Social Groups and Heavy Drinking offering
some support to the theory. As previous literature indicated, fraternity members regularly
consume more alcohol, and binge drink much more frequently than non-fraternity members
(Cashin, Presley and Meilman, 1998). Similarly, we found that 59% of fraternity members
consumed alcohol once or twice a week in comparison to the 21.8% of non-fraternity members.
Also, we found that 48.8% of fraternity members admit to being drunk once or twice a week in
comparison to the 30.1% of non-fraternity members. These results add to the literature of
campus-wide substance abuse, showing that fraternity members regularly consume more alcohol
and binge drink more frequently than non-fraternity members.
For future research, I suggest the researcher utilizes surveys and interviews aimed at
understanding the party culture, and alcohol consumption. These questions should be
conversation like, asking questions about with whom, why and how alcohol is consumed. By
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getting a better grasp on the party culture, future researchers can thoroughly explain the
connecting between male groups and alcohol. Also, it has been suggested by previous literature,
that alcohol consumption is seen as a verification of masculinity (DeSantis, 2007). I also
implore that future researchers explore this more. Why is it seen as a verification of
masculinity? How is it seen as a verification of masculinity?
Hypothesis 3a: Fraternity members are more likely to consume alcohol prior to sexually
assaulting incapacitated women than non-fraternity members.
The current study shows a lack of statistical evidence to suggest that fraternity members
are more likely to consume alcohol prior to sexually assaulting. The lack of statistical evidence
does not offer any support for Hypothesis 3a. However, results from the Cramer’s V measure
results suggest that although not statistically significant, there is a strong correlation (0.357)
between fraternity membership and drinking prior to sexually assaulting. Table 4 shows that all
fraternity members who responded to this question, report they were drinking prior to the
incident. In addition there is a moderate correlation (0.254) between fraternity membership and
being drunk prior to sexually assaulting. However these results are in the opposite direction:
Table 5 shows that now 100 percent of non-fraternity members were reported being drunk prior
to the incident.
In looking at the full male peer support model (Figure 1), these findings do not
conclusively link Membership in Social Groups to Heavy Drinking and Woman Abuse.
However, one reason for these divergent results may link back to the Narrow Conception of
Masculinity advocated by fraternities and other all-male groups. Although heavy drinking is
often a part of male culture generally, being drunk may not be seen as particularly masculine.
For instance, fraternities may propagate the message that a “real man” never gets drunk – he can
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hold his liquor. IF this message is salient to fraternity members, they may be less likely to admit
to researchers they were drunk prior to acts of sexual assault. Thus, the divergence between
practical and statistical significance may be due to spuriousness caused by the missing variable.
Future research should look to operationalize measures of masculine conceptions in order to test
this possibility.
There is very little literature explaining the distinctions between casually drinking and
being drunk. There is also very little literature on responsibility and how it links to levels of
alcohol consumption and behavior. It would be interesting if future research focused on
deciphering the degrees of alcohol consumption and the absolvent of responsibility. I suggest for
future research, that researchers utilize interviews and focus groups aimed at explaining the
levels of intoxication and the behavior exemptions associated with each.

Hypothesis 3b: Fraternity members are more likely to target and sexually assault
incapacitated women than non-fraternity members.
The current study shows a lack of statistical evidence to suggest that fraternity members
are more likely to target incapacitated women than non-fraternity members. The lack of
statistical evidence does not offer any support for Hypothesis 3b. This lack of statistical
evidence may be due to the small sample size (N=33). However the results from the Cramer’s V
measure results suggest a moderate correlation (0.290) between fraternity membership and
targeting incapacitated women. Unlike the statistical findings, these results suggest practical
significance showing that fraternity members may be more likely to target incapacitated women.
These findings indicate that these results are inconclusive and should not be dismissed but
examined further.
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One reason for these conflicting findings may be due to similarities in the wordings of the
dependent and independent variables. Recall that the dependent variables asked respondents
whether they had committed or attempted sexual assault on an incapacitated victim (i.e. unable to
provide consent or stop what was happening because they were passed out, drugged, drunk,
incapacitated, or asleep). The independent variable measuring victim’s drug and alcohol use
asked, again from the offender’s perspective, if the victim was voluntarily using alcohol and/or
drugs. Such similarities regarding victim inebriation may create problems for interpretation of
the questions. For instance, we may be measuring victim inebriation twice or offenders are
misreporting the context of the assault in one question but not in another. More clearly worded
questions may provide a stronger test of this hypothesis.
This hypothesis is not testing an explicit part of the full male peer support theory (Figure
1) but instead acts as an ancillary hypothesis I wanted to test. I do implore future researchers to
explore the link between victim intoxication and sexual assault. For this, I suggest utilizing
interviews and focus groups for again, these methods are more conversational. Because the
current study used self-report questions, many males may lie or choose to not answer questions
found to be incriminating. I would also advise that future researcher ask questions about where
women are met prior to any drunken sexual conduct. As most rapes occur in homes, is there a
difference in meeting women at a fraternity party or at a bar? I would also suggest that future
researchers include questions about the party culture.
In general, this research adds to the literature of DeKeseredy and Schwartz’s revised
model of male peer support on fraternities. By looking at fraternities in the United States, we
were able to get a better understanding of how fraternities and alcohol consumption lead to
sexual assault. Although all of the survey questions used in the present research are offender-
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based questions and are based on self-reported behavior, there is some evidence to suggest that
alcohol does assist in the attempting and completion of sexual assault. Although there were a
small number of offenders that came forth, we do get a better understanding of the overall effect
of alcohol on sexual assaults.
Previous tests of the modified male peer support theory show that attachments to certain
male peer groups and the resources they provide are powerful determinants of campus sexual
assault (DeKeseredy and Schwartz, 2013). Note, too, that Frankline, Bouffard, and Pratt (2012)
tested the entire model presented in Figure 1 and centered their work on fraternity membership
as an example of elite all-male peer groups. They surveyed 255 males at a large northwestern
public university. Approximately, 28 percent of the male respondents identified as being
fraternity members. They found that the modified male peer support model explained much of
the incidence and motivation for sexual assault on the college campus. They found that
fraternity members experience greater levels of peer pressure to have sex. Unlike my findings,
these researchers found that fraternity membership directly correlates with alcohol consumption
leading to sexual assault. The difference in results may be due largely to the large number of
fraternity responses. Future research should attempt to do more tests of the entire model
presented in Figure 1.
Limitations
Although these findings offer some support to most of the hypotheses, it should be noted
that this research is not without limitations. One drawback of using secondary data is the
researchers are hindered by someone else’s word choices as evidence in the dependent measure
of sexual assault, which focused specifically on incapacitated victimization. Additionally, the
inability to survey the desired sample creates a limitation. The original survey was aimed
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primarily at sexual assault victimization on campus and it did contain several questions directed
at offenders. Several of the questions asked could have been elaborated on or worded
differently. Mostly, these questions should have been asked in a more direct, colloquial manner.
Another limitation of this research is the number of fraternity members in comparison to
the number of non-fraternity members was disproportionately represented (217 fraternity
members and 1,373 non-fraternity members). With these limitations there was a very small
sample of self-reports of sexual assaults, both completed and attempted for this research
(fraternity members: 6 attempted and 8 committed; non-fraternity members 10 attempted and 16
committed). Due to these limitations, it is suggested that future research employ different
methods of obtaining offender based data such as surveys, interviews and ethnographies,
similarly to Sanday (2007), directed at better understanding offenders. By focusing on offenders,
future research can explore in depth the many ways in which fraternity members fit within the
parameters of the modified male peer support model in explaining why they sexually assault. By
better understanding the why, the who, the when, the where, and the how of fraternity sexual
assault, universities can enact the appropriate rape prevention programs on campus in protecting
students.
Policy Implications
The findings from this research suggest that while the consumption of alcohol does not
cause acts of sexual assault, it does aid in the attempts and completions of it. In recent years,
many universities have been implementing rape prevention programs directed at men in all-male
groups, e.g. fraternities. These programs are targeted at smaller groups of men from different
all-male organizations, and are taught by men to explain how not to commit sexual assault.
These programs are created with the organizational culture in mind and they do not blame the
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members but counsel change through the explanation of everything that encompasses sexual
assault. I urge universities to apply similar programs. Programs like these have proven to help
decrease the number of sexual assaults committed on campus, by taking the focus off the victims
and applying them to the potential offenders. These programs have been found to make men less
likely to believe that “she asked for it” and more empathetic towards rape survivors (Foubert and
Newberry, 2006; Foubert et al., 2007; Foubert et al., 2010). Instead of teaching women how to
not get raped, these programs are teaching men to not rape. They are also teaching these men
how to intervene if they see a potential sexual assault occurring.
An additional response to prevent campus sexual assault and rape has been to implement
alcohol bans on campus. Many universities have a “dry campus” where any dormitory,
university owned housing, or any location on campus remains to be alcohol free. Taylor et al.
(2006) found that alcohol consumption and alcohol related problems are found on “dry
campuses” similar to the national trends. These students are still drinking, just not on-campus.
In 2014, President Obama and Vice President Biden instituted the White House Task
Force to Protect Students from Sexual Assault. Soon after this establishment of this task force,
they launched the “It’s On Us” campaign. Many universities have jumped on board and are
enacting the campaign’s plans:
1.
2.
3.
4.

To recognize that non-consensual sex is sexual assault.
To identify situations in which sexual assault may occur.
To intervene in situations where consent has not or cannot be given.
To create an environment in which sexual assault is unacceptable and survivors
are supported (The White House, 2014).

This campaign aims to shift the responsibility from the victim and put it on everybody. By
showing that any action big or small to combat sexual assault, can help prevent it. Awareness
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efforts are being made through endorsements by the NCAA, social media outlets, and several
celebrities. This campaign is taking strides in creating safe environments for all.
CONCLUSION
My research added to the missing literature for DeKeseredy and Schwartz’s revised
model of male peer support on fraternities. Consistent with previous literature, this research
found an association with fraternity membership and alcohol consumption leading to attempted
or committed sexual assault. With many incoming freshman weighing their decisions of what
school to attend based on the reputations of the party scene, fraternities are often found at the
central hub of the party culture. Fraternities provide a place for students to party, they supply
underage students alcohol, and they are a place where inhibitions are lost. This does, however,
come with a price: it puts these students, mainly women, in harm’s way. It allows them to fall
victim to sexual assault at the cost of drinking one too many. In understanding how fraternities
and their alcohol consumption affects the likelihood of sexual assault, we can understand and
learn how to protect these women.
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